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Black’s (R–TN) H.J. Res. 43, a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval under the Congressional 
Review Act to overturn former President 
Obama’s HHS final rule on Title X family 
planning funds (81 FR 91852, December 19, 
2016). This rule blocks states from restricting 
Title X family planning funds to abortion 
providers like Planned Parenthood, effec-
tively creating a backdoor handout for the 
abortion industry. Congress can and must 
act to overturn this harmful rule, which 
lacks any statutory basis. FRC will score in 
favor of this resolution. 

This rule prohibits Title X primary grant 
recipients, including states and some private 
entities, from ‘‘prohibit[ing] an entity from 
participating for reasons other than its abil-
ity to provide Title X services.’’ The stated 
intent of this rule is to coerce numerous 
states to give family planning funds to abor-
tion providers like Planned Parenthood. This 
harms states which have chosen to prioritize 
these family planning funds to health clinics 
and community health centers that 
seamlessly offer a full range of healthcare 
services, including family planning, but 
which do not participate in abortion. In addi-
tion, the rule disrupts the current health 
care arrangements of tens of thousands of 
women who obtain services that are uniquely 
provided to them by current Title X-funded 
comprehensive health care clinics in those 
states. 

The Title X statute of the Public Health 
Service Act itself requires that no funds may 
be used for ‘‘programs where abortion is a 
method of family planning,’’ but nowhere 
does the law say that states cannot exclude 
certain providers, let alone abortion pro-
viders. Furthermore, states realize that 
money is fungible. When Planned Parent-
hood or other abortion providers receive 
Title X grant funding, it frees up resources 
for them to spend more on abortion, their 
main source of non-governmental income. 

States should be free to allocate Title X 
funds in a way that clearly keeps family 
planning and abortion separate by not fund-
ing abortion providers like Planned Parent-
hood, which use abortion, the killing of an 
innocent unborn human being, as a form of 
‘‘family planning.’’ Obama’s HHS rule on 
Title X is an executive overreach and a hand-
out to the abortion industry that is simply 
without basis in the law. 

Again, on behalf of FRC, I urge you to vote 
for Rep. Diane Black’s H.J. Res. 43, a Con-
gressional resolution of disapproval to over-
turn this harmful rule. FRC will score in 
favor of this resolution. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID CHRISTENSEN, 

Vice President for Government Affairs. 

FEBRUARY 15, 2017. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: On behalf of 

the millions of members of our national and 
state-based pro-life and pro-family organiza-
tions listed below, we urge you support ap-
plication of the Congressional Review Act to 
eliminate former President Obama’s 11th- 
hour rule preventing states from eliminating 
Title X funding from Planned Parenthood 
and other abortion providers. 

During the 114th Congress, efforts to 
defund America’s abortion giant were 
spurred by undercover videos which show 
that Planned Parenthood has been engaged 
in unethical and possibly illegal practices 
connected to the trafficking of unborn chil-
dren’s organs for profit. The videos detail 
Planned Parenthood’s willingness to manipu-
late abortion methods—at times, in ways 
that raise questions about whether the ban 
on partial-birth abortion has been violated— 
to more easily obtain intact hearts, lungs, 
brains, and other organs to be sold to tissue 
brokers. 

Because of Congressional efforts to defund 
Planned Parenthood and President Donald 
Trump’s campaign commitment to defend 
the nation’s largest abortion provider, Presi-
dent Obama finalized an 11th-hour rule forc-
ing states to award Title X funds to Planned 
Parenthood and other abortion providers. 

Like other efforts to defund Planned Par-
enthood, the Congressional Review Act 
eliminating President Obama’s 11th-hour 
rule would allow states to continue using 
their legal authority to award Title X funds 
to family planning clinics that do not engage 
in abortion or trafficking of baby body parts. 

We urge the 115th Congress to act swiftly 
to undo the bureaucratic protectionism that 
President Obama put in place to grant Amer-
ica’s largest abortion provider permanent 
and privileged access to our taxpayer dollars. 

For Life, 
Marjorie Dannenfelser, President, Susan 

B. Anthony List; Paul Weber, President 
& CEO, Family Policy Alliance; Tom 
McClusky, Vice President, March for 
Life Action; Frank Cannon, President, 
American Principles Project; Clarke 
Forsythe, Acting President & Senior 
Counsel, Americans United for Life Ac-
tion; Penny Nance, CEO & President, 
Concerned Women for America; Kristan 
Hawkins, President, Students for Life; 
Lauren Muzyka, Executive Director, 
Sidewalk Advocates for Life; Melissa 
Ortiz, Able Americans; Eric Teetsel, 
President, Family Policy Alliance of 
Kansas; Troy Newman, President, Op-
eration Rescue; Brian Fisher, Human 
Coalition, President & Co-Founder. 

Maria McFadden Maffucci, Editor, 
Human Life Review; Matt Lockett, Ex-
ecutive Director, Bound4LIFE Inter-
national; Roland C. Warren, President 
and CEO, Care Net; Judie Brown, Presi-
dent, American Life League; Jim 
Sedlak, Founder, STOPP Inter-
national; Steven Ertelt, Editor, 
LifeNews.com; Joe Ortwerth, Executive 
Director, Missouri Family Policy 
Council; Denise Leipold, Executive Di-
rector, Right to Life of Northeast Ohio; 
Tami L. Fitzgerald, Executive Direc-
tor, NC Values Coalition; Jeanette 
Burdell, Executive Director, St Joseph 
County Right To Life; Nicole Theis, 
President, Delaware Family Policy 
Council; John Helmberger, Chief Exec-
utive Officer, Minnesota Family Coun-
cil; Chris Slattery, Director, Expectant 
Mother Care–EMC FrontLine Preg-
nancy Centers. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JACKY ROSEN 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, February 24, 2017 

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. Speaker, on February 14th 
on roll call vote 89, I was not present because 
I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘No.’’ 

THE INTRODUCTION OF A BILL TO 
REQUIRE THE LIBRARY OF CON-
GRESS TO INSTALL THE D.C. 
SEAL IN THE MAIN READING 
ROOM OF THE THOMAS JEFFER-
SON BUILDING 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, February 24, 2017 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today, I intro-
duce a bill to require the Library of Congress 
to install the District of Columbia seal in the 
Main Reading Room of the Thomas Jefferson 
Building of the Library of Congress concur-
rently with the renovation and replacement of 
the existing glass panels. The House Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Committee passed 
this bill unanimously last Congress. The Li-
brary is one of the few buildings in the District 
that remains open to the public on most holi-
days. It provides not only D.C. residents but 
visitors and researchers from across the na-
tion with access to incomparable resources. 
The bill requires the Library to depict the Dis-
trict’s seal on the stained-glass windows in the 
Main Reading Room, where the seals of all 
the states and territories that existed when the 
building was constructed, except for the Dis-
trict, are depicted. D.C.’s seal was readily 
available at that time and should have been 
included. The seals of Hawaii and Alaska are 
not included in the display because they were 
not states or territories when the building was 
constructed. The fact that these two states 
were not part of the Union at the time of the 
creation of the stained-glass windows argues 
for the inclusion of the District, which, after all, 
was in fact the nation’s capital at the time. We 
are asking that the omission of D.C. be cor-
rected immediately. This omission was 
brought to my attention by a District resident, 
Luis Landau, a former docent at the Library. 

The residents of the District have always 
had all the obligations of American citizenship, 
including paying federal taxes and serving in 
all the nation’s wars, including the War of 
1812, during which the Capitol building, which 
then housed the Library of Congress, was 
burned, prompting construction of the current 
Library of Congress building with the state and 
territory seals. It is, therefore, without question 
that the District and its residents should re-
ceive equal treatment among the stained-glass 
windows that portray the history of the United 
States. D.C. residents deserve to have their 
history and American citizenship recognized. 

There is existing evidence that the seal of 
the District should have been depicted. The 
Members of Congress room in the Jefferson 
Building, which is not open to the public, has 
a painted depiction of the D.C. seal, along 
with state seals, on its ceiling. This precedent 
reinforces our request to be represented 
among the stained-glass windows in the Main 
Reading Room, which is open to the public. 
There is no reason why the D.C. seal cannot 
be added with the planned restoration of the 
stained-glass. The right time to add the seal of 
the District would be during the planned res-
toration. 

Congress already includes the District, or 
has corrected the omission of the District, 
when honoring the states. For example, the 
District of Columbia War Memorial honors Dis-
trict residents who served in World War I, the 
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